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Washington, D.C. 20463 

Re: MUR 6250 
Ethan Hastert for Congress Committee 
Ethan Hastert 
Larry Nelson 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 

Please aocqit the following response filed on behalf of Ethan Hastert, the Ethan Hastert 
for Congress Conunittee, and Treasurer Larry Nelson (collectively, the "Hâ ert Respondents**) 
with respect to the complaint filed by Mr. Jon A. Zahm (MUR 6250, the Xomplaint"). Ethan 
Hastert was an tmsuccessfiil candidate m the 2010 Rqpublican primary for the Illinois Fourteenth 
Congressional DislricL ^Miile the precise allegations lodgisd by Mr. Zahm are somewhat 
difiicult to disceinn, nn violation of hjiw is.presented by the Complaint against any Respondent. 
Rather, the Complaiiit seeks to 'extrapolate fiom the potential that tf certain fiicts as may be 
inferred firnn a newspaper aiirticle are uiw, there is tLpossiblUty that a campaign finance violation 
ifuô  have occurred and the Conmiission shouM imdotske an 

As will be shown below, the Ckunphdnt's fiictual inferences - drawn as they are fiom die 
hearsay accounts of newspapier articles — are simply incorrect. No campaign finance-violation 
has occurred. As such daims have absolutely no basis in fiict, the Commission need not give 
this niatter fiirther investigation or action and the Complaint should be immediately dismissed as 
it pertains to the Ifaslert Respondents. 
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Succinctly stated, the ''legal argument" set finth in the Complaint is that the Hastert 
Respondents allegedly accqited, and fiuled to report, certain illegal, in-kind corporate 
contributions. (Complaint, p.2-3). Stripped of its irrelevant factual assertions,' the Complaint 
can be distilled to two fiwtual allegations sunply repealed finrn local media reporting; first, that 
the Ethan Hastert for Congress Commitlee was "'overseen* by Bumham Strategies Group, LLC, 
a professional campaign and conununications consulting firm" (Complaint, p. 1); and second, that 

rsj "one of [Bumam Strategies*] partners,... did help Hastert write a news release and acted as a 
OP media consultant for the campaign, fieldmg a couple of media calls." (Complaint, p.2). The 
^ Hastert Campaign categorically rejects the fiictual assertion that it was "overseen" by Bumham 
^ ' Strategies, LLC or that Buniham Strategies therefore provided any m-kind benefits to the 
^ campaign. Not a single specific fiwt is alleged to siqiport such an assertion. This fidlure to 
^ allege any specific fints to support the assertion is understandable - the assertion is completely 
O fidse. Regardless, the Coniplaiiil*s fidlure to allege any specific fiicts in support of this claim 
^ renders the Complaint fatally defective with regard to the assertion and the Hastert Canipaign 

Conuiiittee*s deitial is unrefiiled. 

With respect to the second of the two fectual allegations, that an individual by the name 
of Brad Hahn asristed with the creation of a single press release or responded to media calls, 
such volunteer activity does not present a campaign violation even if it occuned. Commission 
regulations are quite explicit that Ihe value of services provided without compensation by any 
mdividual who volunteers on behalf of a candidate or political conunittee is not a contribution. 
11 CFR 100.74. Moreover, even if such volunteer activities are perfinmed at an individual's 
place of work, such use of corporate fecilities does not constitute an m-kmd contribution imless 
they are more tiian "incidental" (greater than one hour per week or finir hours per montii). 11 
CFR 114.9. In the present Coniphunt, no allegation is made that any volunteer services were 
perfinmed for the Hastert fi>r Congress Committee at Bumham Sbalegies' place of business. 
Such an omission is understandable considering tiie fiwt that even if the alleged activities did 
take place at that location, the assistance with the creation of a single news release and tlie 
"fielding a couple of media calls" is the quintessential definition of "mcidental volunteer 
activity". 

Stripped of these two fiutual allegations, the Complaim fidls even to allege fiicte which 
could prove to be even a tiieoretical basis fiir conchiding that a canipaign violation may have 
occurred. For these reasons, the (>mmiisrion should appnqviatdy disidss lite Comply 

' MudioflheConqplaint*8ftGtualasieitioi» focus upon fiBdeialbeneflb 
fonner Speaker ofthe HauKDemdiHiitert. (Complaint, PL2). Conŝ euionillyniihoriadexpendhureibythe 
Office of tfie Fonner Speiker ne entiiely ineleviiiL Withoot even the pfelenee of ofibring factuil rapport, the 
Complaiat has die tcniGrity to aUegs tint "(ilf fonner Speaker Hastert retained Bumham Strategies to peifonn 
eervicee for hii ion's campaign he may have aurie an eacciiivecoutfibuliop...." (Comptainl, p. 4). Absolutely 
no evidence ia offined in Bupport of such an aUegatfan and it diould be disiegaidê  
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tite Hastert Respondents and find no reason to believe tiiat the Hastert Respondents luve violate 
the Act or the regulations promulgated thereunder. Please contact me if you require fintiier 
information. Thank you. 

Veiy Truly Yours, 
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